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ABSTRACT ^ • ' 

'A description is given of the aethodology and 
fiQdin^s of an evaluation of ^earning patskages (LAP's) developed £or< 
students in distributive education prograas. by representatives of the 
if state aeaber^^pf the Inter state .^.Distributive Education Curricul«a 
consortiuB. A total S£*Hi^5 packages vas judged on characteristics 
relating to students, aaterials, adainistration, econoaicsr and 
personnel. Analysis of the data revealed findings highl^f 'favorable to 
the LAP aethod of inst^Jiction when 4;h'ey.vere coBpare*! to criteria 
established^ by the consortiua aeabers. fiesults were iaportant because 
they yielWd inforaation relevant to a aajor curricular endeavor in 
vocational education in the U.S. They represent findings about an' 
initial ^att'eapt at using learning packages on a national basis. 
(Author) , 
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' * In the mid 1960's an extensive research Q,ffort in distributive education (DE) 
was undertaken by Crawford. The U.-S.0;E. sponsored study had as. its main purpose v 
the ideatif icat ion of, technical and professional competencies needed by teachers 

of distributive. education. In her methodology Crawford dpemed it-necessary to 

\ 

identify competencies needed by dj Stri buti ve workers as a first step. It was her 
contention- that what was required in the marketplace should be the standard for a 

/ • 

teacher of <a subject. Accordingly,^ she identified 71* distributive occupations 



for an in-depth analysis. The occupations were selected ba'^ed on those jobs which « 
secondary school DE stucfet^ts most frequently entered 'or those to which 'th.ey advanced. 



'*The' number of jcTbs' invest i gaffed' in Crawford's study was actual ly reported as 76, 

however, 'through a combination - of like jobs requiring the same competenctes, the • 

number that is reported by several sources will varyV We find it convenient to 

use the 71 jobs as they are Reported later in this paper. 

J ♦ 



Thus> a^b^ise of entry- 1 eve I jobs plus a. two-step career continuufn fprmed the cont-ext 
for Cravii/byd*s task analysis and competency Identification for each of the 71 jobs. 

• . ■ *. 

Ths 71 .'jobs represented seven m3jor categories of business: department stores; 

•variety stores; ♦ood $tores; service stations; wholesaling; hotels/motels; and 

restaurants. A total of 983 competencies were Identified as the resirrt of the. 

■ ■ > " ' 

study of the jcos. A list* of the 7>. jobs is resented in IMustration 1 (see 

page 3). . • . . 

m 

. After Crawford .determined the list of distributive, jobs to be studied In build- 

Ing'the competency pattern for DE teachers, task ana-lyses were performed for each 

of the jpb*s and competency statements were wri tten* to ^address the tasks identified. 

The 983 competencies were organ-ized according to nine competency areas: advertising 

dommuni cat Ions, display, human relations, mathematics, merchandising, operations 

and management, product/service technology^ and selling. For each.of the seven 

• • * 

^ ca*tegories of business previous I y^mentioned, the nine competency areps. an/i their 
attendant competencies appropriate for. the several jobs in each particular catc- 
• qory of business were pxDrtrayed. In turn^ the competencies were categorized by 
. knowjedge, skill, and attitudgfl* S'ee'^ U'ustrat ion 2 for ^an^. excerpt of this ov^rahl 
arrangement (page. .4). ^ , • ^ 

• The results of Crawford's study. were disseminated at a nafional seminar held 
at Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University in 1968. Enthusiasm for 



her work ied to the eventual establishment of an eleven-state consortium. The 

• ♦ * 

Interstate Distributive Eduqatlon Curriculum Consortium (IDECC). The Consortium's 
purpose^ "^/as to make Crawford^s curricular framework ogeratlQna^l_^^ to the 

technical ctompeteocies. The focusf. of the Consortium, i herefore,, was to prepare 
^'curriculum materials to aid students in acquiring the necessary competeacies needed 



to enter the several distributive occupations. The IDECC was conceived as a way to 

bring together, a number of states for the purpose of producing a needed procj^y^gt that 

was not financially feasible for any one state to accomplish. The estimated total 
\ . ,. ■ - .. . ... 

I^nvestment for the, IDECC has bee.n placed In excess of $500,000. 

■ v . ' - 



, , ■ ^ . ILLUSTRATION 1 - . 

..THE DISTRIBUTIVE OCCUPATIONS IN THE CONSORTIUM'S CURRICULUM 



DEPARTMENT STORES 



/I 



1. Advertising Manager . 
. 2. Buyer 

3. Assistant Buyer * * 

4. Credit Intervlev^er/Cashier, Receptionist, 

Credit Af^^ication Cashier, Cashier 
- 5. Credit Managed. 
6* Assistant Crec^it* Manager/Credit Authorlzer 
1. Department Marjager/Sales Supervisor 
8. -Display Helpeh/Sign Printer 
^ 9^ . Display Manager , 
10, Assistant Display Mariager/Supervisor 
lU Professional Salesperson 
: 12." Receiving Clerk/Marl<er ' . 
^.13. Receiving Manager/Supervisor 
'14. -Assistant Receiving Manage. /Checker 
15. Salesperson , . ' ^ . 

"16. Stockperson ^ * • 

»- > 

'* 

■ FOOD STORES 

* ■ • • 

17. Checker ^ ' • 

18. Head Cashier 

19. Head Grocery Clerk/Head^Produce'* Clerk 

20. Grocery Clerk/Produce Clerk 

21. Store Manager* 

a22. Assistant Store Manager- 

* * • 

HOTEU/MOTEL . " * 

23. Bel I Captain 

' 24. Be I Iman- • • 

25. Buildiag Super fntendent 

_26. Cashier . • . ■ • . . 

27. Catering Manager 

.28. Chef • • 

29. Executive Housel<eeper 

• 30. ^tenaqer/Executi ve Assistant 

31. Assistant Manager 

32. ^ Nifelht Auditor (N i.qht Manager) 



RESTAURANTS 



33. Purchasing Agent 

34. Recreation Director 

35. Reservation Manager 

36. Room Clerk \ 
57. Sales Manager 

38. Service Superintendent 



39. Busbby (girl) (Floor gi^l, cafeteria) 

40. Cashier (checker, cafeteria) 

41 . . Counter-girl . ' ' 

42. Head Walter ' * ' " 

43. Hostess 

44. Manager 

45. Assistant Manager 
46... Walter (Waitress) 

SERVICE STAilC'NS . - 

47. Attend;- '. • . ' 

48. Asslstar-*! N'anager 

49. Stat i oh NV'-ager/Dealer 

VAR I ETY STORES 

50. Checkout Cashier 

5;1. Commission^ Salesperson * « 

Head Casiyfer/Bookkeeper/Of f ice Manage 
or HeM Cash ier 

53. Department Manager 

54. Marker/Stockman 

55. -Office Clerk ' . • • . ^ 

56. Personne r Manager 

57. Salesperson 

^8.' Section Manager (Floor girl) 
59. Service Desk 

50. Stockroom Supervisor • ' ^' 

61 . . Store Manager 

!62. Assistant Store' Manager ; 



'WHOLESALING 



. 63. Buyer 

N64. Head "Buyer/Merchandise Manager 

65. Merchandiser 

66; Order Selector 

67. Receiving/Shipping , Supervisor r 

68. Route- Salesman and/or Vending Machine 

Specia 1 1st ^ «^ 

69. * Salesman * " • 

70. Sales Manager 

71. Warehouse Mafiager ' . 



^ Certain occupations require the- same- competencies- 
occupations are given the same number. 



•when this occurs, the 



ERIC 



~~ • • , . ILLUSTRATION 2 

. EXCERPT OF DEPARTMENr STORE" COMPETENCIES* ^ 

COMPETENCY AREA D I SPlA^i^ ' ^ 

- ■ • 

Knowledpes and UPiders.tand inps: 

1-1, Knowledge of how to us© backgrounds In display construction thaf erthance, 
•~ not detract, from the merchandise. 

8 ' 9 t<). • , :- . 

12. Knowledge of how to design and construct display fixtures. 
■ 9' 10 . ' ' * ■ 

,. • # 

♦ * * ■ ^* - 

. 13. . Knowledge of how to plan and schedule displays and djsp-Jay themes In advance. 

4 9 10 • 3 ~ 2 ■ 7 • • ■ '* 

14. KQOwledge of the ways to-use display-lighting techniques-most effectively. 
8 9 . 10 • » 

15. Knowledge of current fashion and merchandise Information necessary for ^ 

elF^ective and timely display. 

*• ■ ■ J' '- . . • • 

*^'. " - 

16. Knowledge cl the best locations within the store or department to place 

displays. ' ... 

. ' 3 2 7 8 '9 10 ' ^ . 

17. 'Knowledge-'bf the uses which .can b© mada of manufacturers* display- aids. 

15 3 2 7 3 9 ■ 10 
48*. Knowledge of the principles of mas^ d i sp la^y . 

. . 15 3 2 16 7.11 8 9 . 10 M , 

• * 

# 

19. Knowledge of the best arrangements for advertising ,merchand-ise on counters, 
tables or shelves. . 



15 3* 2 16 '7 8 9 ^ 10 IT ' 

c 

20. Knowledge of the ways to develop displays that feature merchandise as nearly, 
as possible tp the way it will be used.- 



15 . 3 2 7 8 9/-.V 10 n ■ ■ 

' ■ 2.1. Knowledge of how'to store and record the location of display fi>d-ures or 
supplies, so they are access") ble for* future use. 

• 8 9 ' 10 ' . * • ■ 

'. '22. Knowledge of hpw' to dress mannequins for displays; 
• ^ 15 3 2 ' . 7 .16 8 9 10 11 

- .• »- Numbers below each comf^etfency Indicate the 'identification number of the "part Icul ar 

- O • " iob{s)' Which requires the competency. See page 3 for numbers. 

mc V • /. •■■ . . . . 



/ 



•An increaseil .emphasis on individualized instruction and the nature of distri 

V ' . . . .V 

butive e.ducaj-ion currlciila, in which student careers are unique to each person, ' 

made the Consortium's chot^ce to develop learning activity packages (LAPs) tor 

Students an appropriate one, « • - 

A LAP is a compilatN'On of instructional materials .design,ed to assist distri- 

• . • .ft 

burive education students attain the competencies needed for •a'' distributive 

occupation. The IDECC LAPs contain the following components: 

LAP Cover Page > ^ ' The key items appearing on the page are the 

LAP title, the competency numbers contained 
in the LAPp an Illustration fo convey aa 
- V Image ofvthe nature of the competency area^ ^' 
aod a st^ement which synthesTizes the com- 
' petencies contained in the LAP. 

2. Pre-Test . ' • ^ • 

3. ' Learning Activities . This sect ion pr ^vi des +he statement ofV 

the behavioral objec ve. The page also has* 
a listing of at 1*^ two individual learn- 
ing activities' as il ' as a minimum of two 
group learning ac vities. AtMeast one of 
the ie^arn i ng .act i vi t i es is self-contained so that 
.will no?t requic© the j)urchase of any additional 
material. 

4. ^ [landQuts . * A LAP may contain inforjhation sheets ^^er 'the 

stjudent to read and complete questions as 
part of one of the learning activities. The 
- , handouts alwa'ys follow the section describing the 

learning activities. 

'^.^ 

^ ' 5. ^ Le9j:iu^ng ^Man.ager^^^SectJ on^ . Thi s conta ins any informat ion ,;t h af 

is deemed necessary for .the teacher to know in 
order for the psrtifcular learning activity to- 
take place^but which^is not pertinentv^-for the > 
student to know. •• 

6^ Pre-Test Key . . " , 

7. Post-Test . ; ■ ^ . •' . , ■ 

8. Post-Test Key . 

A schematic arrangement th© iD£CC learning activi^ty package cycle is shOT«/n m 
lljustration 3, (see page 6 )• v 



. JLLUSTRATION 3 
THE IDECC LAP CYCLE 



Select 
Career 
Objective 




Common 

CoiTipetencies 
Identif icatIon\^ 



Uncommon ^ 
Competencies 
I dent I f leaf Ion 




Oegin LA? 
Read Objectives 



4 

'Take 
Pre-Test 




No-Pass 



Pass 



Select 
Learn i ng 
ExpeMenc'a 



Comp I ete 
Learning 
ActWity 



Enf-er into 
Competenc'y 
Record 



Take 

Post-Test 




No-Pass 



—Pass 



Continue To Othef 
Appropriate L A' P'S 
and Repeat Cycle 



... The 983 competsnci est, for. the nine competency, areas wfere divided amon^g.the^ 

' • '-^^ ' . '\ ' 
eleven states^ The mandate for eacfc^ state was to dev.elop learning activity 

^ • • , ^ • . • , ' 

• paci^^^S'^tor each of their competencies'. Preliminary work on packages was Porn**^. ^.^ 

. • • ^ — ' — • — — 

. pietfed .b^^ the .end of SummerJ|,^22L^-Ia*^^ of representatives trom 

-the 11 states was held to devi^se a strategy 'for field testing the LAPs and evaluating 
the IDECC system. The parameters for the field test w^re as follows: 

1. Sites -were selected to ensure product genera I izabi I ity 
{e.g», rural and urban set.;|;ings J . ■ .\ 

2. Subjects were selected to ensure that^ there would *be a 
fTfinimum of twenty adfyiin IstratijDns oip each LAP, 

3. Packages developed in a g4ven stste were tested jh a ^ 

' ' different State. - - . ^ ■ ^ * 

* 4. The pre-test was administered to -a 1 1 the students. . ' ■ 

Students wfio passed the pre-test were not admlnJs- ^ 
t^red that particular LA1=*. 
5. Eyaluative instruments were developed to measure the % i 

effectiveness of the LAPs. Mere information pertaining 
to the evaluative instruments is presected m a later 
section^f . the paper. . 

' - -\ - ^ , ■ ' . 

• A model for evaluating learning packages developed by Web.er was adapted for 
-^he^purpo'se of Qv^luating the syst^'/i.^ Major elements of the rfiodeh incjud^ the 

• ■ * 

program Components > which are elements of an educational program* that are, being 
evaluated, and deci s ion. componentSj which are elements of an evaluation . cheme 



that i Hustrate the format ^kir eval uati ng, program components (see illustration 4, page Qh 
: ^ ^ • . - ; ^ • . - 

.Program components, thaf" were selected for evialuation were those that related^ 

to students , LAP material s , admi-fi Istcat ion, economics, and personnel ^ Major pro- ^ 

grith goals for each component- were developed which In turn were made operational by 

translating them into behay^oraf terminology. The Operational goals provided clues 

. * 

for data collection methodology. 

Three forms were Revised to gather data.. A brief description of each ot t-he 
focms follows. Copies of the forms are contained in the Appendix. 
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Student^Class Analyst s Chart, This form was^use^l tor * 
col lectin^, information «Bbout^the progress 
of " students on LAP conjpetencies* . • I t^n's,--. an 
^ ^ ^ bhrgoing record of the members of tfie ci^ss 

*• who attethpte(j*to achieve a specific conipetency.. 
' \ It -was maimamed for each '^student who \did 



not pass the pre-test*. , ^ ; \ • ^ 



§ 



Teacher Questionnaire ^ This form v/as usejl for gather iVig 

K information about individual LAPs*^ Afteip « ' 

students m the class had completed work^on ■ . 

•a competeijcv the teacher completed a copy 
. for each LAP competency.* th'af. was f iej d-fested* \ 

• ' Student i Quest lonnai re . Th i s*form' was used tor gathering* ^ 

' in.formation about- jndiviauai LAPs, A stqdent 
/ ' ^ •completed a copy for each LAP comjSefency that 

^ was attempted. after he/she success t*u 4 ly passed 

' ^ the post-test. * * * 

Criterion' of success tor each of .the elements. of the LAP program were established. 

1 1 rustrat»on 5 summarizes the components of the LAP program that were evaluated, 

l.ist^ the data col lection "me^thodoip'gy,, and presents criterion information, (see^ 

page 1 U . • •■• * ' 

Results 

t 

r " A total of 445 packages (designed .to develop 983 competencies) were prepared 

» ♦ * . .. • 

by fhe Consort I urn 'members. Because of the extensive nature of tjie project,- samp-. 

Hng techniques were used to fadi 1 1 tate*the analysis of data, Tesichers completed 

a_qu^.$t lonn^J r_e_ fp.r e^h different competency during the two-month period of 

field test.^ng. The 785 responses represented a sampi i ng from 200 , school's in 

•the various states. Each student completed a quest jonnai^re for each competency that 

1 

he/she mastered or attempted. The 6^875 student res*ponses represented a 20%, 
samp I inq from the some schools, . - ^ 

Two of the^'major purposes of the^LAP project related to* student progress. 
The purposes were ef feet i veness and efficiency of the materials for teaching stu- 

. . ,; 

dents m d i stn buir i ve education courses. Effectiveness wa^ defined as*- tbe percent 
of students who attempted a given competency and passed' the post-test, The.ques- 
tion that tt\e SvStuatiqn was attempting to iinSwer was whether OE students /':ou Id 



acquire the necessary skills through the LAP mode of instruction. criterion 



level set for ef fect-^i veness was 80^. Efficiency wa^ defined as the average hum- 
ber of times a stuaerit needed to attempt the post-test. - Specifically, it was the 
ratiO of post-test attempts to post-test passes.. It yielded reformat ion. as to 



how many times a student had to attempt a LAP in order to master the criterion 

* ■ " * ' ' • •^^ "'\ " " ' ^ ^ — ^ 

(post-testi. - A. standard of 1.5/1 was established for aii'^LAPs. That is, tor 

every two studenrsny-hp attempted a -compet^Scy , one^shouid have passed Yhe post- 
« <# % . \ 

test the first time and fhe other should not have had foXtake tjpe post-test m9re 

than two times (see iMustfiation 5, elements 1 and 2, pa^e'^Jl). • . ' 
* ' ■' • 

Findings relevant to ef tect i veness indicate that the LAP:method ot mstructijon 

^ ^ • . 

was h successful one. Of .4,403 students who attempted^ cornpetencies. usiftg the LAP.-..„ 

materials, 4,115 passed the post-test. This constituted 93.46^ of.the students 

and surpassed the criterion of 80^. In addition to the ef f ectTveness da+a for. the 

total .LAP program, comparable information about each competency was*avai lab le so 

tha^t revisions could be made on individual *LAPs that feii beiow the criterion. Qj^ 

data analyzed for 521 competencies it was foun.d that the eftefcti veness criterion was 

not attained oti only 35, or approximately 756. - * 

Findings regarding the efficiency component were simr'arjy favorable. On a 

* * 

total number ot 5,763 post-test attempts, 4,113 students passed the criterion test, j 
for a ratio ot attempts to passes of 1.4/1. The above figure was within the cri-^ 
t^ion established (1.5/1) by Consortium members. •Data on individual*, packages , 
that related to efficiency was also available. Of data anajyze.d on 507 competen- 
cies, the criterMon was attained on 392 competeac**es of 78^. Packages containing 

competencies that did not rtjeet jthe cj^i tenon level were identitiea so that they 

■ * • ' * 4 

couid.be exanmied for revision. / ' . 

Additional, eval uat ive mtornatj^on. regarding other oiements of The LAPs is \ 
presented tn Illustration 5, the Evaluation Summary.. Much of the material given 



9 Ij-LUSTRATION 5 • . . . n 

' . EVALUATION. SUMMARY' ' ' 



♦ ; j 

:d. Eva 1 uat ton S 1 ement | 


• ■ r 

' Data Col lectHon Methodoloav 


Criterion 


Resu 1 ts 


ri" . Percent oS: students' 
who- attempted the 
" competency and pass- 
V.\ • e<l the post-test^ 

J V - 


Data from Student/Class 
Analysis 'Chart. Ratio of 
tota 1 passes ' on'^ post-test 
to total number of students 
who' attempted the comoetqacv. 




V 

• 


Vr. 2. f^tlo of post^l^^t 
T- ' attempts to post- 
— A test passes. 

■ * ^ . 


r 

. Data from .Student/Class 
'.Analysis' Chart. 'Ratio 
of >tota 1 post-test 
passes and post-test fail- 
ures to total P9st-test 
passes. , ^ \ .0 


* 1..5/f 


\ 1.4/1" . 

A- 

.\-- •-: 


3. Adeqiiacy-ot Uearn-" 
r-^-as^:,,,^^^ Activities. 


Teacher Questionnaire: 
Part 1, Nos. 3,4/5,6-. 

Student Questionnaire: 
• No. 3 ■ ^ . ^ 


Teacher Oues- 
tlonnalre: Nos. 

/5.>75? Yes 
4 > 5056 Yes 

' 5^7558 Yes 

Om^DUp MOOUT 

Right 

Student Ques- 
T 1 onna i re : no. 
•3.>75? Yes ^ 


J. t'fTa-- : 

4. 575s 

5. 8556 

0. 


4. • Educational 

Enfranchisement. 


' Teacher Questionnaire: 
Part 1, No. 12 


/PJb iMO 




^ 6. Congruence between ,,., 
objectives and 
^ — test i terns . 


Teacfier Questionnaire: 
Part 1, No. 7 


. >7556 Yes 


8356 


* 

„ "^"6, Faci h'tV.of the 
LAP format./' 


Teacher Questionnaire: 
Part 1, Nos. 5 and 10 


5>73% Yes 
10>75^ Yes 


5. 8556 
10. 8256 


. ^ ''7. Avai labi 1 ity of 
^. Reading Resources. 


Teacher Questionnaire: 
Part 1. No. 8 


Q^5% Yes 




• . 8 • Comnarl*7;on of LAP 
-V Instruction with 


• 

^ Teacher Questionnaire: " 
Part 1, Nos. 13 and 14. 
Student Quest T on narre:" . 
Nos. 4 and 6. 


Teacher Ques- 
tlonnaire: Nos. 

" -i3:^50i6-Ye-5 

14>5055 Yes 

Student Ques- . 
t idnnai re: Nos. , 
4>5pS? 'Yes 
6;5^505S Yes 




....^-'-^ TradlfiohaT Ths- ^ 
truct ion. 

• • ■ • 
*• ' '-I 


^14. 6556 

4. 65$- 
6. 71? • 



* Criterion level on^these Items would have been attained if the numbers in the "other" 
'categories on the que/st Ionnai res were Ignored. 



ILLUSTRATION 5 Continued 
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3 a 

Evaluation Element 


Data ^Col lection Methodoloqv 


Criterion 


Results 


9. Adequacy of "\ 
'Object ives\ . 

♦ « 


Teacher Ouestionnai re : 
Part 1, No, 2 
Student Questionnaire: ^ 
No.. 5 

• 


teacher Oues- 
Hionnal re: No. - 
* 2,>75% yes 

Student Ques- 
f ionnal re: No. 
5.>7556 Yes 


2. Q2%\ 
5. 82$ 


10. Time Consldera-.^.. 
t.ions^ 

- % 


. Teacher Questionnaire: 
Part 1, No. 13^ 
Student Questionnaire: 
No. 8 

Student/Cla^s Analysis 
Chart 

•> ' ...... 


Teacher Ques- 
tionnaire: No, ' 
13>50S6 Yes 

• 

#' 


9 

13. 50^ ' 

(Other data 
were analy- 
zed, India- - 
' ating 72% of 
competen- 
cies were 
comp 1 eted 

_rln 30-90 

minutes.) 


11, Overa 1 1 Teacher 
.Attitude 


'Teacher Questionnaire: 
Part^l, Nos. 11 and 14^ 

t 


Teacher Oues- 
tionnai re: Nos. 
• ■ll>5056 Yes 
14>50$ Yes 


a 

11.. 75$ 
14. 65$ 


12. . bi recti ons 
. Clarity 


Student Questionnaire: 
- , No. 1 - ~ 


. Student Ques- 
tionnaire: No. 
l.>75.$ Yes- 


80$ 


13. Interest Level 


Student Ouestionnai r^e:* 
No. 4' . 


• Student Oues- 
tionnai re: No. 
4>75$ No 


4.' 65$ 


.14. Student Attitude- 

• 


Student Ouestionnai re: 
Nos* 3,4, and 6. 


Student Oues- 
tionnai re: No. 

3. >50$ Yes . 

4. >505S Yes 
6,>50% Yes 


* 

3. 74$ • . . 

4. 65$ 
6. 71$ 




9 
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in the illustration can be related to the criteria of evaluation elements 1 and 2j, 
•effectiveness and /eft ic i ency . The fact that suQh high success was obtained on i^" 
these elements is supported- by findings about other elements in the Illustration. 
For example ^ 26 criteria were establishecl for the evaluation elements listed in 
th.e illustration, JThe^cri-^er ia were attained in 23 instances ^and in" Two of The 
remaining three instances, the ^cr i tq.r ion' was* def ic i entv by on I y one percentage 
*poiitt%. . These findi,ngs were considered gs evidence o\5uccess according to the stan 
dards estab^lished by the Consortium. 

Ther^e are other data 'in the illustration which can be interpreted in. a con- 
text apaf^t from^ the first two elements. For example, evaluation element tour^ 
educational enf ranch i semen t ^ raf^r-s- to whether a school's policy hampered the 
implementation of the LAP method , of instruction. Such jjif onnat"'ion was considered 
pi jnajor-nnportance for a curricuiar project which envisioned .national distribu- 
tion of its product.' It was gratifying to note that in 88^ of the 200 schools . 

the response to this evaluation element was favorable. ' - ^ 

■ " . 1 * 

Evaluation element seven refers to the availability of reading resources 
that were, not contained within the LAP materials.' Findings regarding this element 
were better than the establiified standard. However, upon* subsequent discussion 
among Consortium members it was decided that the packages should be cons-tructed so 
that at least one learning activity would be "seif-contai ned** within each package 
and would not rely solely on learning resources that were external to the LAPs.* ... 

Space -or time consideration does not allow for ^ full discussion of all 
elements in Illustration 5. . Jhe information contained within .it i s' strai ght-^ 
forward and readily i nterpr^tab ie. For a more complete understanding of the 
nature of the data, refer to the Appendix which includes a tabulation of sampling 
Tiata on the Teacher Questionnaire and the Student Questionnaire. 



Summary and Conclusions ' . ^ \ . ' 

. This research report is a description of the methodology and findings of an 
evaluation of learning activi-ty pa^cKages^ (LrAPs) developed for students ^rn di stri- 
butive education programs by representati ves of the eleven states who comprlsied 
the •I'fitgrstate Distributive Educat ion ^Curricu I urn Consortium^ A total of 445'packages 
were judged on characteri st ic$ relating'to students, material s» administration, 
economics, and personnel. Analysis of the data revealed findings highl.y favorabJe 
to the LAP method of instruction when thev were compared to criteria established 

. ■ . - : — ' ' — • , ■ ' ' ■ 

by the Consortium, Results are importartt because they yielded information rele- 
. vant to a major cu rr icu I ar endeavor In vocational education In the Un i ted -.States 
-and represent findings about an initial attempt at using learning activity pack- - 
-ages ^ a national basis* 




'4-: 



APPENDIX 

\ 

\ 

Data Col leqtlon 

- trrstrumen-f^" " 
■. - 

. ■ And \- 
Samp I } ng Data 
Results' 
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ILLUSTRATION I 
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tNljEBSTATE OlSTf^lBUTl VE EOUCATIOfa CUBBICUtUM CONSORTIUM 

STubsNT/CLASSANALVSiU CHART ^ 

FOAMS Cecil (11 72> » 



STA^E NO. 


$TATE»NAM6 


SCHOOL No, 


SCHOOL NAME 


STREET ADOR 


ESS, P.O. BOX iORAWER) OR RURAL ROUTE 
• 


CITY 




2IP COO 


E 


TEACH!E.B - . 
^f^MSER 

• 


-T€A€H4t1^'S NAME ^ 
LAST - ^ 


EIRST 0^ - 


MIDDLE 
INITIAL 


COMPETENCY 

NUMBE^R 

tcc^lO) 


COMPETENCY NAME " 

s ill " L ' ^ iiii , ' ■ ^ 



INSTRUCTIONS: Place a V>\ in the 1st tHat block if the student met stanjdards and passed all the post tests for all the 

^ supporting objectives for this oompetency. Places (•} in the 1st trial block if the student did not meet 
t standiM-ds and pass all the post tests for all the supporting objectives for this competency. Place a (■<-)' 

- in the second trial block if he passed on 2nd test trial or a (•) if he did not pa^. Follow the above 
• ' . , procedure for all subsequcfht testi administered. t> 

Do norreoord students who passed the pre-test. 





THIS LINE FOR DATA j 
PROCESSING USE ONLY 


CODES 


♦ *■ 1 


0 


♦ - 1 


♦ - 1 




♦ ■ 1- 


MINUTES 


' 1 * 




IcAROCott. 


15 


16 


17 


18 . 


19 |o20 


21 


99. 9 A 


25 i 26 


STUDENT 
NUMBER 


STUDENT'S NAME^ 


J>OST TESTiNO TRIXlS 


TIME SPENT 


D.E.ST 


UDENT 


Itt 


2na 




4th 


5th 


Bth 


7th 


ON LAP*S 


YES 


NO 


> 












• 




































































• 




* 
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ft* 
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TOTAL NUMBER OP STUDENTS THAT 
PASSED POST-TESTS (TOTAL 
























TOTAL NUMBER OP STUDENTS XHAT 
DID NOT PASS POST-TESTS (TOTAL '*i> 
























TOTAL NUMBER OF STUDENTS THAT 
TOOJCPOST^TESTS (TOTAL ^'4) 


















» ♦ 






THIS LINE'fOR DATA 
PI^OCESSING USE ONLY 


TOTAL (t) 


27-d 


29-30 


31-2 


33-4. 


35-6 


37-8 


39^ 






J 

■ n 


TOTALS) 


41 2 




4S^ 


474 


49S0 


Si '2 


B3>4 










BH HFi C21 m nn 




73-4 





•ILLUSTRATION 17 
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INTERSTATE OlSTRIBUTiVE EOUCATION CURRICUtUM CONSORTIUM 



TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE 

fOjRM3 (CC D (11 72) 






<* 


\ 






♦* 


STATE NO. 


STATE NAME i 

** 

• 


SCHOOL No. 
.(ce*4.S) 


SCHOOL NAME 












STREET ADDRESS. P.O. BOX (DRAWER) OR RURAL ROUTE 


CITY^ 




• 




ZIP CODE 


• 


TEACHER 
NUMBER ^ 
(ee*6-T) 


TEACHER'S NAME . 
LAST . . 




FIRST 








MIDDLE 
INITIAL' 


■ :v 


COMPETENCY 
NUMBER " 
(cc-SIO) 


COMPETENCY NAME 

r 




*■ 




• 




4 

(? 




1-A«»*TITLE 






•i ■ 













PART 1. (IF THERE IS NOT SUFFICIENT SPACE, ENCLOSE ADDITIONAL SHEETS OR C0RRECTE0%0PIE5 OF LAP MATERIALS) 



1« THIS COMPETENCY IS A: (CHECK ONE) \ts^%\ 
lQ KNOWLEDGE ^ 
aD SKILL * 

. aD ATTITUDE 

4D DONTK^NOW ^ , 



«2. THE BEHAVIORAL OBJECTIVES ARE ADE^UATELV^ 



« STATED. (CHECK ONE) (cc-16) 
lD YES 2D NO " 



3. THE LAP MATERIALS ARE SUFFICIENT FOR STUDENTS 
TO MEETtHE CRITERIA OF THE BEHAVIORAL 
^ OBJECTIVEjS. . 

lQ YES 2Q NO (ccl?) IF NO. WHAT IS THE 
VN--'- NATURE OF THE DEFICIENCY? 



4. THE LEARNING MATERIALS IN THE LAP FOR TH IS 

COMPETENCY ARE SUPERIOR TO THE ONES I 
^ NORMALLY use. (CHECK ONE) (e^*18) ' 



lQ YES ' 2D 



NO IF NO« WHICH ONES ARE 
INFERIOR? 



5. THE LEARNING MATERIALS ARE SEQUENCED^IN A 
MANNER WHICH FACILITATES LEARNING. (eM9) 
1 D VES 2 Q (^O IF N'O, WHAT IS THE NATURE 

OF THE PROBLEM? (IDENTIFY 
WHICH OBJECTIVE BY ITS 
' *v " ' LETTER,) 



6. THE NUMBER OF LEARNING ACTIVITIES INCLUDED FOR 
THIS COMPETENCY ARE: (CHECK ONE) ^(ce-iO) 
1 D TOO MANY . V ^ 

2D TOO Few 

sD ABOUT RIGHT ' COMMENTS:. ■ 



7. THE TEST QUESTIONS ARE APPROPRIATE MEASURES 
OF THE OBJECTIVES. (CHECK ON£) (cc-21) 
1 D YES 2D NO iF NO, WHAT IS THE NATURE OF 
^ — ^ THE PROBLEM? 



B. WAS AT LEA^T ONE OF THE READING RESOURCES 

SUGGESTED AVAILABLE TO YOU? (CHECK ONE) (cc.22) 
1 D VpS 2D NO IF NO, WHAT RESOURCES DID , 

YOU USE WHiCH DEVELOPED THE 
COMPETENCY? 



9, WERE THESE READING RESOURCES PURCHASED FOR 
' FIELD TESTING? (CHECK ONE) (06-23) 
lD YES 2D'' NO 



10. THE FORMAT OF THE LAP MADE IT EASY TO USE. 
(CHECK ONE) (^c-24) 
tD ?0 NO IF NO, WHAT SUOQESTION^ DO 

YOU HAVE FOR IMPROVEMENT? 



ERIC 



, llLUSTRATiON 17 (Continued) 
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r6A{pH6W QUeSTtpNNAIRE, 



ll.yMV GENSAAL ATTITUDE TOWARD THIS LAP IS 
rAVORABU^ (CHECK ONE} 4ec>2&) « 
^ I 1 n YES 2 P NO 



14* I PREFER THE CAP METHOD Of INSTRUCTIONS TO THE 
ONE I CUSTOMARILY USE. (CHECK ONE) (ee<28) . 



t LJ YES 2 



□ NO dOMMENTS: 



X 



12. ^SCHOOL POLICY HAS HAMPERED THE IMPLEMENTA- 
* TION OP THE LAI^ METHOD OF INSTRUCTION IN OUR 
SCHOOL. (CHECK bNE) (ce 26) 

tO YgS 2D NO IF yes; WHAT IS THE PROBLEM? 



15. -THE POST-TEST KEY« WERE COMPLETE? 
(CHECK ONE) (cc 2d) 

t Q YES 2 O NO IF NO^^DESCRIBE DEFICIENCY. 



13. THE TIME REQUIRED FOR STUDENTS TO MASTER THE 
MATERIAL IS LESS WHEN I USE THg LAP METHOD THAN 
-WHEN ruSE MY OWN METHOD. 
(CHECK ONE) (ct27)^ . . 
iQ YES <y*0 COMMENTS: 



PART II. 



V::^H¥i IN ORDER OF PREI^ERENCE FROM MOST VALUABLE TO LEAST VALUABLE* THE LEARNING MATEI^IALS FOR 



« 


THE COMPETENCY. 








• 

» 




MOST^VALUABLE 


OBJECTIVE A. 


OBJECTIVE a. 


OBJECTIVE C. 




1. 










2. - 










3. 










4. 



















2. 



CAN YOU SUGGEST OTHER AUDIO VISUAL RESOURCES, MATERIALS. AND NON-READING ACTIVITIES WHICH WOULD' 
BE OF VALUE JN HELPING STUDENTS ACHIEVE THE OBJECiTlVE FOR THE COMPETENCY. 

(CHECK ONE) (CC 28) ^ f ^ ' ^. 

1 O YES 2 C3 NO IF YES. LIST THEM ACCORDING TO OBJECTIVE. IF A/V RESOURCES ARE SUGGESTED. DESCRIBE 

THEIR NATURE AND PURPOSE. 



3 OTHER COMMENTS OR SUGGESTIONS ABOUT THE LAP. 



ILLUSTRATION 1.8 

INTEF^SrATE DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION CURRICULUM CONSORTIUM 
STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE / 
FORM 4 \CC'\\ (11 72) 
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STATE NO. 


STATE NAM^E . - ^ ft 


SCHOOL No. 
(cc4S) 


SCHOOL NAME ^ / . 
• 


STREET ADDRESS, P.O. BOX (OB<\WER) OR RURAL ROUTE 

•* ^ B 


CITY 


ZIP CODE 


TEACHER 
NUMBER 

• • ♦ . . . • 


TEACHER'S NAME 
LAST 


FIRST 

* • 


MIDDLE 
INITIAL 


. • COMPETENCY 
NUMBER 
fcc« 10) 


COMPETENCY NAME . • ■ ' ^ * 

• . • o • ♦ 


STUDENT 
NUMBER 
. (cc-ll 14) 


STUDENT'S NAME 
LAST 

. .^^^^ - - - ■ - s. _ - - _ ^ - — 


FIRST ^ 


MIDDLE. 
INITIAL 



INSTRUCTIONS: When you have conripleU'd work on a competency, regardless^ if you passed the post -tests, please 

answer the' following questions by checking the appropriate boxes and give the paper to your teacher. 



1. THE DIRECTIONS FOR PERFORMING THE LAP WERE 
CLEAR AND EASY TO FOLLOW, (ce IS) 
iQ YES no if no, what WAS OF LITTLE 

OR NO VALUE? 

: 4 — 



4- 



2« THE FOLLOWING READING MATERIAL WAS HARD TO 
UNDERSTAND. 

lO DIREtTtONS <CCl6) 
t n ACTIVITIES SECTION (cc17) 
^iQ HANOOUrS • • (ccIS) 
iQ BIBLIOGRAPHY (cc 19) 

IF fri^lOGRAPHY WAS HARD TO UNDERSTAND 
IDENTIFY WHICH BOCJKS QR MATERIALS. 



3. ALL OF THE LEARNING ACTIVITIES FOR THE CO^E- 
TENCV WERE WORTHWHILE, (ce-20) 
I Q YES 2Q NO IF NO. WHAT WAS NOV OF 

VALUE? r 



9 



4. I THINK THIS IS A BORING WAY TO LEARN OlSTRlBU* 
TIVE EDUCATIOta MATERiAL.«^<ce'21) 
lO*YES 2C] NO IP yes: LIST SUGGESTIONS FOB 

IMPROVEMENT. 



EKLC 



THE OBJECTIVESOF THE LAPjfVERE EASY TO UNDER- 
"STAND, (oc.22^ * ; _ 

1O YES 2C] NO IF NO. LIST SUGGESTIONS FOR 

IMPROVEMENT 



6. MY ATTITUDE TOWARD LEARNING THE MATERIAL IN THE 
LAP BY THE LAP METHOD OF INSTRUCTION IS FAVOR 

ABLE, (ec-23) 

lD YES 2D NO COMMENTS: 



I LEARNED THIS COMPETENCY PRIMARILY THROUGH 
THE ACTIVITIES 6F THE FOLLOVbiNG SECTIONS: 
1O INDIVIDUAL (ec-24) 
1 0 SMALL GROUP <ec-2G> ^ 

lD LARGE GROUP (cc26) 



8. HOW^^UCH TIME DID ^OU $PEND ON tHE COMPETENCY 

IN MINUTES? (ce*27) 
, 1O 30-60 MINUTES ' 4O 1^1 -150 MINUTES 
2O 61 ^0 Mlh!UTES 5 Q 151 '180 MINUTES^ 
3D 91 120 MINUTES 6D OTHER 




IS THIS COMPETENCY REOUIREO FOR YOUR CAREER 
iPAL? fccc-2a) 
1LJ\VES 2D NO 

• f» ; 



10. WHILE LEAfi(NING THIS COMPETENCY, DID YOU LEARN 
OTHER IDEAS^M COMPETENCIES? U6-29) 



YES 




COMMENTS: 



•I 



ILLUSTRATION ''1 8 (CSntlnued) . 



4 QU6STIONS % % AN0 1 2 AB£ OPTIONAL. • ^ 

V . ^ • ' . ^ ' • * \ ' . . * ; . " . 

TO CHECK THE APPROPRIATENESS OF THE COMPETENCY FOR YOUR CAREER GOAL; COPY THE COMPETENCY AND 
aEHAVtORAL OBJECTIVES' FROM THE LAP AND SHOW IT TO A PERSON OR BjUStNESSMAN CONNECTED v;ilTH THE J08» 
AND ASK HIM THE FOLLOWING OUESTIONS. ' " . ♦ 



It. IS THE COMPETENCY APPROPRIATE FOR THE STUDENT'S CAREER GOAL? (cc-30) 



YES 2 



□ 



NO COMMENTS: 



^'J^-"^ — riT 



12. WILL THE ACHIEVEMENT OF THE BEHAVIORAL OBJECTIVE DEVELOP THE COMPETENCY (KNOWLEDGE. SKILL Ol^ 
ATTITUOEMN THE STUDENT? <€c-ai> 

"-^ ' — 

1 D YES 2D NO COMMENTS: " 



5/23/73 
SAMPLING DATA 



INTERSTATC UlSTRIHUTIVE fcDUCATiON CURntCULUMjCONSORTIUM 
TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRC 
fORM3 Ue l) Ul>72> 



STATE NO. 
-<cc2 3> 



STATE NAME 



STREET ADDRESS. P.O. BOX (DBAWeH) OR RMHAL ROUTE 



SCHOOL Nd 



CITY 



SCHOOL NAME 



TEACHER 

NUMBER 

4ec6-7) 



COMPETENCY 
NUMBER, 



LAP TITLE 



TEACHER'S NAME 

The teacher completed a que^tlonn 
petency taught dyring the 2 montti 



Z«P CODE 



FIRST 

a'Ire for each -d'i f f ererft com' 
test period,. ^ • 



MIDDLE 
INITIAL 



COMPETENCY NAME . ' _ . . 

2. 785 ..responses represent a 5055 sampling of resppfises received from 
.the 200 schools ^In the 10 reporting states > 



* I . I, ■ ■ 

^» "Other"e,ihclIcates a mvl-ttple or nothing checked in the.fluestlon 



PART I. (IF TKEnE IS NOT SUFFICIENT SPACE..ENCLOSE ADDITIONAL SHEETS OR CORRECTED COPIES OP LAP MATERIALS.) 

* ■ .. . . . . 



1. THISCOMPjETENCY IS A: (CHECK ONE) (cc-15)0ther 
iQ KNOWLEDGE 387 49.30^ 9 
aD SKILL .133 23.315? ' 
3D ATTITUDE 172 21.911? 1.15^ 
4U DONTKNOW A.'^^t 


0. THE NUMBER OF LEARNING |kCTI VlTlES INCLUDED FOR 
THIS COMPETENCY. ARE: (CHECK ONE) (cc 20) 

iD TOOM>KNY. 69 8.79^ Other 
.2D TOO FEW 152 19.36^5 . 24 

aD ABOUT RIGHT COMMENTS: $ 


2. THE BEHAVIORAL OBJECTIVES ARE ADEQUATELY * 

STATED. (CHECK ONE) Ccc lG) v Other 

iU YES aQ NO QR i-p aq f^.Oi 








^3. THE LAP MATERIALS ARE SUFFICIENT FOR STUDENTS 
TO MEET THE CRITERIA OF THE BEHAVIORAL 
OBJECTIVES. 

lO YES NO (cc-17) If NO, WHAT IS THE 

J ^ NATURE OF THE DEFICIENCY? 

- 583 17ef Other 




1. THE TEST QUESTIONS ARIB APPROPRIATE MEASURES 
OF THE OBJECTIVES. (CHECK ONE) (cc'21) 
l D YES 2D NO IF NO. WHAT IS THE NATURE OF 

1>4E PROBLEM? 

651 111 Other 


74. 27^ 22.425S 26 


82.93^ 14.14Sg 23 


3.3155 


2.93?? 






4, THE LEARNING MATERIALS IN THE LAP FOR THIS 
COMPETENCY ARE SUPERIOR TO THE ONES 1 
NORMALLY USE. (CHECK ONE) (cc-18) 
lQ YES 2O NO IF 1^0^ WHICH ONES ARE' 

INFERIOR? 

446 272 Other 


B. WAS AT LEASt ONE OF fHE READING RESOURCES 

SUGGESTED AVAILABLE TO YOU? (CHECK ONE) (cc.22V 
lD. YES 2D NO IF NO.WHAl^RESOURCES DID 

- YOU USE WHICH DEVELOPED THE 
COMPETENCY? 
600 • v121. ' Other 


56. 82^ 34.65^ 67 


76.43^ -15.41?? ' 64 










5. THE LEARNING MA1^ERIA(f§^R£ SEQUENCED IN A 
MANNER WHICH FACILITATES LEARNING. (ee-IB) 
1 0 YES 2 0 NO IF NO. WHAT IS THE NATURE 

OF THE PROBLEM? (IDENTIFY . 
^ WHICH OBJECTIVE BY ITS 
LETTER.) 

668 87 . Other 


ft. WERE THESE READING RESOURCES RURCHASEO FOR 
FIELD TESTING? (CHECK ONCMce-23) Other \, 

iD . YES aD 'NO 64 


10. THE FORMAT OF THE LAP MADE IT EASY TO USE. 
< CHECK ONE) (cc-24) 

. lQ YES 2D NO IF NO. WHAT SUGQEStToNS 00 ' 

YOU HAVE FOR IMPROVEMENT? 

640 - 123 , Other 




■ "3.82^ 










1 • - • 



(CONTtNUED TO PAGE 2) 



11. MY GENERAL ATTITUOS TOWAQO THIS CAP IS^ 

favorable; (CHECK one> (€c-25i^* • Qther 

^ 1 □ YES 2D NO 164 *35 

^ . 20.895? ^•46^ 


\<Hf**'^*^^'^ METHOD OF INSTfJUCTIONS TO THE 
. ONFrCUS^OMARILY USE. (CHECK ON€r(ee 2B) 
M 1 n YES 2 D NO COMMENTS: Other . 

* 511 ?18 - 56 


12. SCHOOL POLICY HAS HAMPERED THE IMPLEMENTA- 
^ TIQN OP THE LAP METHOD OF INSTRUCTION IN OUR 
SCHOOL. (CHECK ONEI (cc-26) 

lO YES 2Q NO IP YES. WHAT IS T^CE PROBLEM? 

, 62 690. ' Other 


65. 10? ' 27,77$ 7.13? 




J> ■ n . " 

% ... 


— _J a, \ — \ 




7.90?* . Bl>9&i 33 










IS, THE POST-TEST K^Y^ WERE COMPLETE? 
(CHECK ONE) (ce.20) ^ 

iLJyES i2 LJ no IP no. describe OEFICtENCV. 

618 111 Othfir 






13. THE TIME REQUIRED POR STUDENTS TO MASTER THE 
MATERIAL IS LESS WHEN 1 USE THE LAP METHOD THAN 
WHEN 1 USE MY OWN METHOD* 
<CHEiCK ONE) (cc 27) 

iD Ws NO COMMENTS: DthAr 










391 ^ 307 : 87 




49.81? 39.11? 11.08? 













PART 11. 



1. RANK IN ORDER OF PREFERENCE FROM MOST VALUABLE TO LEAST VALUABLE* THE LEARNING MATERIALS FOR 
THE COMPETENCY. * * 



MOST VALUABLE 


OBJECTIVE A. 


OBJECTIVE B. 


OBJECTIVE C. 


1. 








2. 








3. 








4. 








S. 









i. CAN- YOU SUGGEST OTHER AUDIOVISUAL RESOURCES. MATERIALS. AND NON>READJNG ACTIVITIES WHICH WOULD 
BE OF VALUE IN HELPING STUDENTS ACHIEVE THE OBJECTIVE FOR THE COMPETENCY* 
(CHECK ONE), (cc 28) 

1 O YES 2 Q NO IF YES. LIST THEM ACCOfi^DING TO OBJECTIVE. JF A/V RESOURCES ARE SUGGESTED. DESCRIBE 

41 



TH^^ NATURE AND ^^POSE 



er 
Jib 
42.68? 



3. OTHER COMMENTS OR SUGGESTIONS ABOUT THE LAP. 



.r — 



STATE NO. 
kc2 3) 



^ • 5/^3/74 " : 

* * SAMPLING DATA 

iNTERStAT^ DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION CURRICULUM CONSORTIUM 
STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE 

FORM 4 QQ V (n-72» 



23 



STATE NAME 



STRi&ET AOORESS. P.O. BOX <DRAWER> OR RWRAL ROUTE 



SCHOOL No. 



SCHOOL NAME 

t 



CITV 



TEACHER 
NUMBER 



COMI*ETENCY 
' NUMBER 



STUDENT 
NUMBER 
.(cc n 14) 



FIRST 

Each student completed a quest! oAna Ire for each competency 



TEACHER S NAME 
LAST 

• 1. 



ZIP CODE 



MIDDLE 
INITIAL 



'^^^^^W.WIi^ent competency responses represent a 20% sample of 

responses ^j^ecelved from a variety of the 200 sdiools in the 10 reporting 



ST UDE NT S NAME Pi RST n 

LAST . . - 

3. Wher'^ Indicates a multiple or ifothlng checked in the ques- 



MIDDLE 
INITIAL A' 



JMSTRUCTIONS: When you have completed work on a^competency^ regardless if you passed the post*tests, please 

answer the following questions by checking the appropriate boxes and give the paper to your teacher. 



THE DIRECTIONS FOR PERFORMING THE LAPVVERE 
CLEAR AND EASY TO FOLLOW, (cc 15) 
lO VES 2Q NO IF NO. WHAT WAS OF LITTLE 

OR NO VALUE?v 



5468 



1335 



Other 



79,53^ 



\9.A2% 



72 



THE OBJECTIVES OF THE LAP WERE EASY TO UNDER- 
STAND. <cc32) 

1O YES NO IF NO, LIST SUGGESTIONS FOR 

IMPROVEMENT 



.5621 



1140 



other 



8). 76% 



16 •5856 



TTT 



1.665S 



THE FOtl^OWING READING MATERIAL WAS HARD TO 
UNDERSTAND * 
lO DIRECTIONS * <cc16) 

iQ ACTIVITIES SECTION (cc 17) 

iQ HANDOUTS • <cc IBl 

iQ BIBLIOGRAPHY . • (cc19) 

^ If BIBLIOGRAPHY WAS. HARD TO UNDE$)STAND 

; IDENTIFY WHICH BOOKS OR MATERIALS. 



6. MY ATTITUDE TOWARD LEARNING THE MATERIAL IN THE 
^ LAP BY THE LAP METHOD OF INSTRUCTION IS FAVOR « 



ABLE. <cc 23) 
:tD VES 2Q 



'4. 



4904 



NO COMMENTS: 
1842 



7U33% 



-26 .7956 



7. I LEARNED THISCOMPETENCY PRIMARILY THROUGH 
THE ACTIVITIES OF THE FOLUOWINQ SECTIONS: 
tO INDIVIDUAL 5264 (cc 24) 
lD SMALL GROUP 1319 ' (cc.25) 
lD L^RGE GROUP 319 (cc 26) 



X 



3. ALL OF THE LEARNING ACTIVITIES FOR THE COMPE- 
TENCY WERE WORTHWHILE, (cc 20) 
1 Q YES 2 Q NO IF NO, VVHAT WAS NOT OF 
* * VALUE? 

'508$ ^ . ' V 163Q ' Other- 



B. HOW MUCH TVMB DID YOU SPEND ON THE COMPETENCY 
IN MINUTES? Uc-27) • ' 

5661^0 3060 MINUTES 53^25lP 121160 minutes 246 3. 

1309^^ 61-90 MiNUTES ]g ^Q/gl^^ 161. 180 MINUTES 245 3. 
7nq3D 91 120>MINUTES l^!?^^ OTHER 55 4 8. 



5855 
56^ 
0616 



IS THISCOMPETENCY REQUIRED FOR YOUR CAREER 

GOAL? (cc.28) • Other 



IfiQ 



2.33^ 



286 



O VES 2O 

)3 41.64T 



NO . 

3741 



54.41^ 



271 
3.94!g 



4. I Ti4liyK THIS IS A BORING WAV TO LEARN OISTRIBU „ 
TIVE EDUCATION MATERIAL, (ce 21) * 
1 Q YES aO NO IF.YES. LIST SUpoeSTIpNS POR 

HegOVEMENT. 



10. WHILE LEARNING THIS COMPETENCY. DID YOU LEARN 
OTHER IDEAS OR COMPETENCIES? (cc-29) 



2317 



Other 



■3^ 



64.65% 



114 



ERIC 



■ted 



3788 



YES 2 1 



NO COMMENTS: Qff^er 

2955 132 

42.9855 - 1.9256 



/ 



tCONTlNUEO TO PAQB 2} 



■-■/ 



STUDSMT QUESTIONWAme 



QWESTtONSII AND 12 ARE OPTION AU* . ' ^ 

TOCNI^CK THE APPROPRIATENESS OF THE COMPETENCY FOR YOUR CAREER GOAL; COPY THE COMPETENCY AND 
aEHAVIORAC OBJECTIVES PROM THE CAP AND SHOW IT TO A PERSON OR BUSINESSMAN CONNECTjED WITH_THE.JbD 
AND ASK HIM THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS. * |t 

^^-V 



II. IS THE COMPETENCY APPROPRIATE PGR THE STUDENT'S CAREER GOAL? (cc 30i 



I Q YES 2 

960 



9 



NO ' COMMENT^: 

95 * Other 



14.095? • 


n.56f.j 5111 




. : • t — 










74.341 ^ 












T 










• 




— 




















* -* " 








: 4 ■ ■ 


















• 


^1 



*. 12. WILL THE ACHIEVEIVTENT OF THE BEHAVIORAL OBJECT4VE DEVELOP THE COMPETENCY (KNOWLEDGE, SKILL OR 
'ATTITUDE) IN THE STUDENT? (cc-3*) ' " ^ . 



.1 O YES 2D n6 

■ 401- 



COMMENTS: 



Other 
5215 



18.31?o 



5.85^ •; 



75.85^ 



.1 



L 



o 

ERIC 



9 ' 
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